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October 13, 2003

Comsmussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Commumcatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for dital
television. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, eonsumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV.

A robust, competiuve market for consumer electromucs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abihty to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie stachos to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and :t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that Lrmut my aghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal telewasion. Thank you for your hme.

Sincerely,

Mauncio Bayon

911 Hillerest Ct

Ut 127

Hollywood, FL 33021
UJsSA
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October 13, 2003

Comnussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnnng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consurner
nghts, and the ultimnate adeption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromies must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customners. Allowang movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
teceivers and other equipment. I will not pay mote for dewices that it my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewsion, Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Sinnott
3-54 27th St

Fair Lawn, NJ 07410
USA
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October 13, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for diptal
telemision, As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaten, consumer
nights, and the nltmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers’ abihity to wnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funchonality,

[f the FCC 1ssues 2 broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less liksly to make an investment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment. I will not pay mote for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewssion. Thani you for your time.

Sincerely,

Gary Pietila

37774 Cleo Lane
Ranchita, CA 92066
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Communications Comrnission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am wotng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digytal
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pohicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competihve market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abihity to innovate for
their customers. Allownng movwvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can creats. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers ike me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenot
funcuonality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually ba less likely to make an snvestment 1n DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pey more for devices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood,
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

John Spiagens

P.O. Box 61001
Palo Alto, CA 94306
USA
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October 13, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumecations Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for diptal
telewision. As a consumer and aihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultmate adephon of DTV.

A robust, competitive macket for consumer alectronics must ba rooted 1n manufacnirars’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the stucios to
tell technologsts what new products they cen create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me beng charged more money for infenor
funchonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
tecetvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood,
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thanlk you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Dawvid Martin

505 King St

Suite 200

La Crosse, W1 54601
UJsa
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October 13, 2002

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wotng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As 2 consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronies must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result 10 products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenot
functionality.

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less hikely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for devices that imit my nghts at the behast of Hollywood,
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Kenan Dalley

5710 Purdue
Amanllo, TX 79109
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Coapps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights., and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will =pnable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalaty

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that laimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for yvour time

Sincerely,

Eric Hoeve

140 Westridge Pkuy
Verona, WI 535%3
Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commisgion
445 1 2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Coppe,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television A a consumer
and citize, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleotronics must be rooted it manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customens Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception squipment will enable the studios to tell technologlste what new produots they can
create This will result in products that don't necessasily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capeble receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that Limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techiology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Sean Evang

6316 Buffie Ct
Burke, VA 22015
Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadeast fiag” technology for dightal television As &
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly thet such a polley would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted Ih manufacturers' abiilty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception squipmant will anable the studios to tall technologists
what naw products they can create This will result in products that don't neceaserlly reflect what comaumers [lke me
actually want, and 1t eould result In me belng charged more monsy for Inferior functionailty

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually ba less IIkely to make an Investmaent In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will net pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Finley

7801 Pineleaf Piace
Austin, TX 78757
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am woting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital
telemsion. As a consumer and atizen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovaton, consurmer
nghts, and the ulthmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compenttive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abihity to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV recephion squiprnent wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can creats, This will result in products that don’t necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged mora money for infenor

functhonalty.

I the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mendate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment m DT V-capable
recetvers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that hrmut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision., Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Keith Schnerder

W141 N4929 Golden Fields Dr
Menomonee Falls, WI 53051
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television, As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ulbmate adoption of DTV,

A zobust, compeutive market for consurner electromes must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall cesult in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuatly be less likaly to make en investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

William Firzpatnck
6701 Ontano St
Spongtield, VA 22152
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commisgioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptiot of "broadcast flag" tachnalogy for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for congumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturerw ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will resnlt in products that den't necessarily reflect what conumers like me aotually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC inmues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay mose for devices that imit my sighto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank yon for your time

Sincerely,

Jess Jennen

3109 Knox St #648
Dallas, TX 75205
usa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Capps,

| am writing to volce my oppaosition to any FCC-mandeated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital talsvision As a
cansumer and chtizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innoveation, consumar rights, and the iuitimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to vete feetures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnoiog!ste
what new products they can creata This will reault In products thet don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers [lke me
actually want, and It could resuit [h me baing charged more money for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC Issues 3 broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be [ess likely to maks an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipmant | will not pay more for davices that limit my righta at the bahest of Hollywood Plaase do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal telavislon Thank you fer your time

Sincerely,

Steve Latech

3211 Parkwood Ave
Toledo, OH 43840
USa
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October 14, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adaptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will snable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and ft could result In me being charged more money for inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuaily be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recaivery
gnd other equipment | witl not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincarety,

T E Smlley

1129 Mocre St
Philadelphla, PA 19148
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michsel J Copps
Federal Cammunlecations Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washlngton, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-manduated adoption of "broadcest flag® technology far digital telavislon As a8
cansumar and cttizen, { feel strongly that such & poliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market tar consumer electronics muat be rooted in manutscturers’ ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customera Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV=recsption equipment will enable tha studios to tell technelogists
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't nacessarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me balng charged more maney far inferlor functionality

it the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receiverss
and other squipment | will not pay mere for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Pteass do not mandata
broadcast fiag technology for dightal television Thank you for your tima.

Sincerely,

Dennls Owens

30 Renwick Ave

Staten lsland, NY 10301
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Micheel J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such e policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronios must be rooted in manufucturers’ abitity to innovate for their oustomery. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will repult in products that den't necemarily refloct what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrnent in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Carey Camazine

788 Columbus Ave Apt 5D
New York, NY 10025

Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, HUW

Vashingtaon, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag” technology for digatal television As a consuner and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, caonsumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronices must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Alloving novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable recsivers and other sgquapment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technoleogy for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Richard Coleman

44 Jefferson St

Bangor, ME 04401
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
cohsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abilty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to vets features of DTV-recaption aquipment will enabla ths studios to tell tachnolog ists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more maney for Infericr functionallity

If the FCC lsaues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be iess |ikely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recaivers
and other aqulpment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technolagy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

David HIll

8149 S Monaco Cir
Centennial, CO 80112
USA
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Octaber 13, 2003

Commissionier Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As 4 consumer
end citizen, I feel strongly that such a polioy would be bad for innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmant will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will remnlt in products that don't necessarily reflect what consmmers like me actnally want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actnally be leas likaly to make an inivestment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay mere for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadoast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

D Bailey

2 Old Orchard Lene
Crchard Park, NY 14127
USA
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October 12. 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street., HVW

Washingtaon, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a customer and citizen, ] feel
strongly that such a palicy would be destructive to i1nnovation, consumer rights.
and the ultimate adoption of DTV Further, it puts the interests of one group
(the entertainment industry) ahead of the legitimate interests of the rest of the
country That would be excesdingly bad policy. and one hopes that the interests
of the public will be considered ahead of the interests of cne well-monied group

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception mquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what people like myself actually want, and 1t
could result in being charged more money for inferior functionality It could
also cause users to eschew the new technologies and stall adoption of newer
standards, and cause new products to fail in the marketplace

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I will be much less likely to make an
investment i1n DIV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay nore for
devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood Please do not nandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank yvou for vour time

Sincerely,

Joe Brockneier
7520 E Harvard Ave
Unit 308

Denver. CO 80231
USa
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communleations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for dighal televislon As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would ba bad for Innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
custormers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necesaarlly reflact what cahgumers llke me
actuelly want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be leas llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable racelvers
and other equipment | wilt not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for yeur time

Sincerely,

Glibert Rankin

189 Marview VWay

San Franclsco, CA 94131
USA




October 12, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoptioh of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a

conaumer and citizen, | teel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimete
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' ablifty to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-racepion equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will resuit in products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferler functionality.

if the FCC Issues a broadcast iag mandate, | would actually be less likaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable racelvers

end other equipmeant | will not pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood Fleasa do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Slincersly,

Desmond Ramzan
2225 Wallace Ave
Bronx, NY 10487
UsA
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Octaber 13, 2003

Commisaioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communieations Commisslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandatad edoption of "broadcast flag” technalogy for digital talavigion As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, conaumar rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive merket for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to vato features of DTVereception equipment wil! anable the studios to teil technologists
what new produets they can create This will result in products that don't necsssarily reflect what consurners ke ms
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more meney for Inferior functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would sctually be lass Iikely to make an Investment In DTV-caprble recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay maore for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Daminlck Bruno

1311 Central Avenue
Highland Park, NJ 08904
USA
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Qctober 13, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Fedaral Communications Commilssian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” tackhnology far dightal television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for Inncvation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, compeatitive market for consumer slectronles must be rocted In manufacturers’ ablifty to Innevate for thenr
customers Allowing maovie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being chargad more maney for Inferfor functionaitty

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuaily be lass iikely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limlt my righta at the bshast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Custar

43 Hunters Run

Newtown Square, PA 19073
USA
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Qctober 13, 2003

Commisslener Michael J Copps
Federal Communicatlons Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to valce my apposttion to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast fiag” technalogy for digital television As e
consumer and clitizen, | feel strongly that such a polley wouid ba bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted In manufecturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing mavie studios to veto features of DTV-reception squipment wili enable the studios to tall techneloglats
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result ih me belng cherged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC !ssues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digital televialon Thank you for your time.

Sincarely,

Christopher Capocela
5188 Longrifie Ct
Westervllle, OH 43081
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communications Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce My opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of “broedcast flag" tachnology for digital teievision As &
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a poiley would be bad for Innovation, conaumer rights, and tha ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil technologists
what new products they can create This will rasult In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llks me
actually want, and ff could resu't In me being charged more monay for Inferior functional ity

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make ar Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and othar equipment | will not pay more for davices that Iimit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag techhology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Erlc Greenwood

44 Sycamore Ridge
Honaoye Falls, NY 14472
UsSA
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Octaober 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HU

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I fee=l
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in

manuf acturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allewing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more mnoney for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

David Kane-Parry

37 Brockdale St
Roslindale. MA 02131
Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewsion. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in manufacturers' ability to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV.recepton equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funcuonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment m DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision, Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Peter Welsch

117 N. Fairview St.
Apt. A

Bloomungton, IN 47404
USA




To

Page 1 of 1 5.35 57 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099

October 12, 2003

Commlasianer Michast J Copps
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to voice my apposttion to any FCC.mandated adoption of “broadcast flag* technalogy for digltal television As a
esnsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley wauld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar slectronles must be rooted In manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto featuras of DTV-reception aquipment will anable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly rafiect what congumera like me
actually want, nd It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually ba [ess [Ikely to make an [nvastmant In DTV-capable recalvars
and other equipmaent | will not pay mora for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mendete
broadcast flag technalogy for digital televialon Thank you for your time

Siheeraly,

Beau Huber

101 Spruce St
PO Box 386
Wilton, 1A 52778
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commilssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaet Cepps,

I am writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and tha ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronica must be rocted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will aneble the studios to tell technolegiats
what new producte they can create This will reault In producta that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could reauit Ih me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

it the FCC Issuea a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lass (lkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahast of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joe Diver

2732 Woeoadmont Dr
Durham, NC 27705
USA




